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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-20 are subject to examination. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's states 6/30/2006, "Ogawa does not have a column 25. As such, the current 
Office Action is incomplete", "37 CFR 51.104(c)(2) requires that the pertinence of each 
reference, if not apparent, must be clearly explained. In contrast, the current Office Action 
merely provides lists of reference text/figure cites with only a few shallow explanations for how 
the references are being applied to the claims. Therefore, the current Office Action is incomplete 
under 37 CFR 51.104(c)(2)". 

For clarification, this supplemental office action for the office action dated 6/14/2006 is 
provided to the applicant with the correct portion of the cited reference that replaces the " typo 
error " (column 25). However, applicant's assertions that the pertinence of each reference is not 
apparent are incorrect. Considering the broadly claimed subject matter of the claims 1-20 and 
the teachings and/or disclosure of the each cited references that contain several elements that 
read upon the claimed subject matter, one of ordinary skill in the art would find that the 
teachings and/or disclosure of each cited references is pertinent regarding the claimed subject 
matter of the broadly claimed claims 1-20. 

In fact, one of ordinary skilled in the art at the time of the invention very well knows 
what is a bridge, gateway, router, WAN, incoming packet, outgoing packet, offset, length, 
pointer, etc. and there uses, that is related to the claimed invention (that is also taught by the 
cited references). The Examiner would still like to provide the meaning and uses of the well- 
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known items to one of ordinary skilled in the art. For example, a bridge is used for literally 
bridging. The bridge is a device that connects networks using the same communication protocols 
or different protocols so that the information can be passed from one network to the other 
network. The bridge is a device that connects two LANs (local area networks) whether or not 
they use the same protocols and allows information to flow between them. The bridge router is a 
device that supports the functions of both a bridge and router and links two segments of a local 
or wide are network passing packets of data between the segments as necessary and uses 
addresses for routing. A router is an intermediary device on a communications network that 
expedites message delivery. A router receives transmitted messages and forwards them to their 
correct destinations over the available route. On an interconnected set of local area networks 
including those based on differing architectures and protocols a router serves the somewhat 
different function of acting as a link between LANs and enabling messages to be sent from one 
to another. Routing is a process of forwarding packets between networks from source to 
destination. A packet is a unit of information transmitted as a whole (hence inherent contains 
parameters) from one device to another on a network. In packet switching networks a 
trasmission unit of fix maxium size that consists of binary digits respresenting (hence 
equivalent of the pointer of having values 1, 4, 3 etc of figure 5 of the specification of this 
application under examination) both data and a header containing an identification number, 
source and destination addresses and sometimes error control data (hence equivalent of the 
pointer of having values 1, 4, 3 etc of figure 5 of the specification of this application under 
examination). A gateway is a device that connects networks using different communication 
protocols so that information can be passed from one network to the other network. A gateway 
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both transfers information and converts it to a form compatible with the protocols used by the 
receiving network. Offset is a number in relative addressing methods that tells how far from a 
starting point a particular item is located. Pointer is a variable that contains the location 
(address) of some data rather than the data itself. An address is a number specifying a location 
where data is stored or a name or token specifying a particular component related to the 
network or to reference a particular storage location. Length is a number of units of storage 
space occupied by an item and typically measured in bits, bytes or blocks. Frame is a unit of 
transmission that contains the start bit that precedes a character and contain a flag, address, 
control, data, frame check sequence, etc. Frames are identifiable through start and/or boundary 
markers. The start and/or boundary markers are used for delineating frame packets to 
distinguish data frame packets from other data traffic carried by the network. Encoding / 
Encryption is a process of encoding data to prevent unauthorized access during transmission, 
usually based on one or more keys or codes that are essential for encoding/decoding or returing 
the data to readable form. 

Applicant is also kindly reminded for the following" 

When reviewing a reference the applicants should remember that not only the specific teachings 
of a reference but also reasonable inferences which the artisan would have logically drawn therefrom may 
be properly evaluated in formulating a rejection. In re Preda, 401 F. 2d 825, 159 USPQ 342 (CCPA 
1968) and In re Shepard, 319 F. 2d 194, 138 USPQ 148 (CCPA 1963). Skill in the art is presumed. In re 
Sovish, 769 F. 2d 738, 226 USPQ 771 (Fed. Cir. 1985). Furthermore, artisans must be presumed to 
know something about the art apart from what the references disclose. In re Jacoby, 309 F. 2d 513, 135 
USPQ 317 (CCPA 1962). The conclusion of obviousness may be made from common knowledge and 
common sense of a person of ordinary skill in the art without any specific hint or suggestion in a particular 
reference. In re Bozek, 416 F.2d 1385, 163 USPQ 545 (CCPA 1969). Every reference relies to some 
extent on knowledge of persons skilled in the art to complement that which is disclosed therein. In re 
Bode, 550 F. 2d 656, 193 USPQ 12 (CCPA 1977). 



Note: This supplemental office action has been provided for the typo error as per the 



applicant's request dated 6/30/2006 in order to replace the office action dated 6/14/2006. 
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Since, the applicant has requested (dated 6/30/2006) this supplemental office action as a 
replacement for a sustainable argument to be made; the examiner requests the applicant 
to provide all arguments together regarding the rejections made in this supplemental 
office action (including the arguments dated 6/30/2006 for the office action 6/14/2006 
that has been replaced) . Regarding the new rejections that did not exist prior to the 
office action dated 6/14/2006, and that exists in this supplemental office action, the 
applicant is requested to submit a response based on this supplemental office action 
(which replaces the office action dated 6/14/2006). 

3. Applicant's arguments pages 10-36, dated 3/16/2006, with respect to the amended claims 
1-20 with additional limitations , dated 3/16/2006, have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. 

4. Applicant states, "In the Response to Arguments section of the current Office Action on 
pages 3-34 (and in previous Office Actions), multiple quotes are improperly credited to the 
Applicant. In contrast, no such quotes exist in the amendments ". 

The examiner respectfully disagrees in response to applicant's statements. 

For clarification, all the responses in the previous office action dated 1 1/16/2005 have 
properly addressed the applicant's concerns (arguments, statements) dated 6/20/2005 and 
1 1/24/2004 (please see office action dated 1 1/16/2005). 

In fact, the statements, "In the Response to Arguments section of the current Office 
Action on pages 3-34 (and in previous Office Actions), multiple quotes are improperly credited 
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to the Applicant. In contrast, no such quotes exist in the amendments", are misleading, because 
the applicant did not identify which "multiple quotes" in the office action pages 3-34 (and in 
previous Office Actions) of the several quotes (of the at least 25 responses) that exist within the 
thirty-two pages of the office action. 

Further, applicant's statement, "no such quotes exist in the amendments ", has nothing 
to do with the responses in the previous office action, as no one including the examiner (in the 
prosecution history of this case) ever mentioned about quotes existing in the amendments . 
Also, the applicant did not identify which are the "amendments" in the office action pages 3-34 
(and in previous Office Actions) of the several amendments (of the at least 25 responses) that 
exist within the thirty-two pages of the previous office action. 

Hence, the examiner maintains that the response in the Arguments section of the previous 
Office Action dated 1 1/16/2005 was proper and the arts used for the rejection in the previous 
office action properly taught / disclosed the claimed limitations (please see the office action 
dated 1 1/16/2005), and the additional limitations exist in the claims (see claims 10 and 1), which 
is addressed by the new ground(s) of rejection (please refer to the below rejections of this office . 
action), necessitated by the applicant's amendment. 

Specification 

5. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is clearly 
indicative of the claimed invention to which the amended claims are directed. 

The present title is not sufficient for proper classification of the claimed subject matter. 
In fact, the present is too broad compared to what is claimed. 
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The following title is suggested: "An assembly for delineating a receive frame from one 
network to another network based on processing logic". 

Drawings 

6. New corrected drawings are required in this application because the figures 1-6, dated 
6/14/2001, do not contain the claimed invention of the amended claims , " a database circuit to 
store a plurality of pointer values for each of a plurality of first parameters defined by a network 
protocol, incoming packet received by the assembly in accordance with said corresponding 
pointer value to produce a second parameter and present an outgoing packet containing said 
second parameter from the assembly, a particular one of the first parameters in an incoming 
packet, second incoming packet second outgoing packet to present a second transmit frame, 
etc". Also, applicant is requested to replace label "conventional" with —Prior Art— of figure 1 . 
Applicant is advised to employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the 
Office, as the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. A proposed 
drawing correction or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid 
abandonment of the application. The amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of 
the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement Sheet" in the page header 
(as per 37 CFR 1 .84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the drawing figures. If the examiner 
does not accept the changes, the applicant will be notified and informed of any required 
corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in 
abeyance. 
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Claim Objections 

7. Claims 1, 10 and 20 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
Claim 1 mentions, "plurality pointer values", which should be -plurality of pointer 

values--. 

Claims 1 and 10 mention, " said corresponding pointer value", which should be —said one 
of said pointer values—. 

Claim 20 mentions, "configured process a select one of said first parameters", which 
should be - configured process to select one of said first parameters 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

9. Amended claims 1-6, 8-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Ogawa et al. 5,936,966 (Hereinafter Ogawa). 

10. As per claims 1 and 10, Ogawa teaches an assembly (e.g., col., 3, lines 44 - 59, col., 4, 
line 65 - col., 5, line 22) comprising: 



Application/Control Number: 09/881,493 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2154 

a database circuit (e.g., col., 6, lines 38 - 67) configured to store a plurality pointer values 
(e.g., col., 12, lines 41 - 49, col., 2, lines 5 - 14) for a plurality of first parameters (e.g., col., 4, 
line 65 - col., 5, line 22) defined by of a network protocol (e.g., coL, 5, lines 11-15) wherein, 
one (Note: "each one" means "each of one", hence "one only") of said first parameters is 
associated with a corresponding one of said pointer values (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 22); 

and a processing circuit (e.g., col., 13, lines 26 -55) configured to (i) process a particular 
one of said parameters (e.g., col., 11, lines 58 - 67, col., 13, lines 15 - 21) in an incoming packet 
received by the assembly (e.g., col., 3, lines 44 - 59) in accordance with said corresponding 
pointer value (e.g., col., 13, lines 20 -55) to produce a second parameter (e.g., col., 9, lines 7 - 
24), and (ii) configured to present an outgoing packet (e.g., col., 8, lines 50 - 63) from said (e.g.,) 
containing the second parameter (e.g., col., 9, lines 7 - 24), 

a first circuit (e.g., col., 12, lines 41 - 49, col, 2, lines 5 - 14) configured to delineate a 
receive frame received (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 22) from a first network having a first 
network protocol to produce incoming packet (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 22); 

a second circuit configured to (i) store plurality of pointer values for a plurality (e.g., col., 
12, lines 41-49, col., 2, lines 5 - 14) of first parameters (col., 10, lines 3 - 48) defined by said 
first network protocol (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 22) wherein, one (Note: "each one" 
means "each of one", hence "one only") of said first parameters is associated with a 
corresponding one of said pointer values (e.g., col., 4, line 65 - col., 5, line 22); (ii) process a 
particular one of said parameters (e.g., col., 9, lines 7 - 24) in said incoming packet in 
accordance with said corresponding pointer value (e.g., col., 12, lines 41-49, col., 2, lines 5 - 
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14) to produce a second parameter (e.g., col, 9, lines 7 - 24) and (ii) present an outgoing packet 
(e.g., col., 8, lines 50 - 63) containing said second parameter (e.g., col., 9, lines 7 - 24), 

a third circuit (e.g., col., 12, lines 41 - 49, col., 2, lines 5 - 14) configured to frame the 
outgoing packet (e.g., col., 8, lines 50 - 63) to present a transmit frame to a second network (e.g., 
col., 12, lines 41-49, col., 2, lines 5-14). 

11. As per claim 2, Ogawa teaches the following: 

the database circuit is further configured to store a plurality of offset values and a 
plurality of length values for said first parameters (e.g., col, 11, lines 58-67, col., 13, lines 15 
-21), one of the first parameters is further associated with both a corresponding one of said 
offset values and a corresponding one of said length values and said processing circuit (e.g., col, 
4, lines 3 - 12, col., 4, lines 45 - 54) is further. configured to partition said incoming packet (e.g., 
col., 12, lines 41 - 49, col., 2, lines 5 - 14) in accordance with at least one of said offset values 
and at least one of said length values (e.g., col., 11, lines 58 - 67, col, 13, lines 15-21) to 
extract said particular first parameter (e.g., col., 9, lines 27 - 65). 

12. As per claim 3, Ogawa teaches the following: 

an interface through which said offset values, said length values and said pointer values 
are downloaded for storage in said database circuit (e.g., col, 11, lines 58 - 67, col, 13, lines 15 
-21). 



13. 



As per claim 4, Ogawa teaches the following: 
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a parsing circuit configured to partition said incoming packet (e.g., col., 4, lines 3-12, 
col, 4, lines 45 - 54) 

a plurality of peripheral blocks (e.g., col., 11, lines 58 - 67, col., 13, lines 15 - 21) 
coupled to said parsing circuit (e.g., col., 12, lines 41 - 49, col., 2, lines 5 - 14) identified by the 
pointer values and configured to perform a plurality of processes involving said first parameters 
and an assembling circuit coupled to said peripheral blocks (e.g., col., 11, lines 58 - 67, col., 13, 
lines 15-21) and configured to generate said outgoing packet (e.g., col., 12, lines 41-49, col., 
2, lines 5 -14). 

14. As per claim 5, Ogawa teaches the following: 

database circuit is further configured to store both a second offset value (e.g., col., 3, 
lines 1 - 23), and a second length value for said second parameter as defined by a second 
network protocol (e.g., col., 4, lines 16-61). 

15. As per claim 6, Ogawa teaches the following: 

an interface connectable to a peripheral block external to said assembly (e.g., col., 3, lines 
41-57). 

16. As per claim 8, Ogawa teaches the following: 

said peripheral blocks are configured to simultaneously processes a plurality of said first 
parameters (e.g., col., 6, lines 1-15). 
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1 7. As per claim 9, Ogawa teaches the following: 

processing circuit is implemented as only hardware (e.g., col., 5, lines 8-38, for further 
clarification, col., 1, lines 41-43, col., 5, lines 43 -45). 

1 8. As per claim 1 1 , Ogawa teaches the following: 

wherein said second circuit is further configured to store a plurality of offset values and a 
plurality of length values (e.g., col., 9, lines 1 - 23) for said first parameters and one of said first 
parameters is further associated with both a corresponding one of said offset values an a 
corresponding one of said length values (e.g., col, 5, lines 1 1 -24, col., 9, lines 41 - 57) and 
partition said incoming packet (e.g., col., 6, lines 16 - 61) in accordance with said offset values 
and said length values (e.g., col., 5, lines 1 1 -24, col., 9, lines 41 - 57) to extract said first 
parameters from said incoming packet (e.g., col., 3, lines 7-16). 

19. As per claim 12, Ogawa teaches the following: 

wherein said first circuit is further configured to provided a plurality of frame delineation 
methods (e.g, col., 8, lines 41 - 57, col., 6, line 62 - col., 7, line 24) for a plurality of network 
protocols (e.g., col., 4, lines 1 1-24, col, 6, lines 15-22, lines 44 - 54). 

20. As per claim 13, Ogawa teaches the following: 

further comprising an interface (e.g, col., 5, lines 41 - 57, col., 8, line 58 - col., 9, line 24) 
configured to permit a selection among said frame delineation methods (e.g, col., 4, lines 16-34, 
col., 6, line 62 - col, 7, line 24). 
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21. As per claim 1 4, Ogawa teaches the following: 

said third circuit (e.g., col, 7, lines 1 1 -24, col., 2, lines 41 - 57, col., 8, line 58 - col., 9, 
line 24) is further configured to provided a plurality of framing methods (e.g., col., 4, lines 4 - 
57, col., 6, line 62 - col, 7, line 24, col., 8, lines 54 -65) for a plurality of network protocols (e.g., 
col., 7, lines 1 1 -24, col, 6, lines 15-22, lines 44 - 54). 

22. As per claim 1 5, Ogawa teaches the following: 

further comprising an interface (e.g., col., 3, lines 41 - 57, figures 1 1 and 15, col., 8, line 
58 - col., 9, line 24) configured to permit a selection among said framing methods (e.g., col, 5, 
lines 16-34, col., 6, line 62 - col, 7, line 24, col., 8, lines 54 - 65). 

23. As per claim 16, Ogawa teaches the following: 

said third circuit (e.g., col., 6, lines 1 1 - 24, col., 9, lines 41 - 57, figures 1 1 and 15, col., 
8, line 58 - col., 9, line 24) is further configured to delineate a second receive frame (e.g., col., 3, 
line 50 - col., 4, line 14) from said second network (e.g., col., 2, lines 1 1 - 24, col., 3, lines 41 - 
57, col., 6, lines 15 -22, lines 44 - 54) to produce a second incoming packet (e.g., col., 9, lines 28 
-41). 

24. As per claim 1 7, Ogawa teaches the following: 

said first circuit is further configured to frame (e.g., col, 5, lines 41 -57, col., 3, lines 51 - 
67, col., 4, lines 50 - col., 5, line 14, col., 6, line 62 - col., 7, line 24) a second outgoing packet 
(e.g., col., 3, lines 1 1 - 24, col, 10 , lines 1 1 - 28) derived from said second incmong packet to 
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present a second transmit frame (e.g., col., 6, lines 41 -57, col., 3, lines 51-67, col., 4, lines 50 - 
col., 5, line 14, col., 6, line 62 - col., 7, line 24) to said first network. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

25. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

26. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa in view of 
"Official Notice". 

27. As per claim 7, Ogawa teaches the claimed limitations as rejected above. However, 
Ogawa does not specifically mention about the peripheral blocks being particular circuits. 

"Official Notice" is taken that both the concept and advantages of providing the 
peripheral blocks are at least two circuits selected from a group of circuits consisting of a content 
addressable memory circuit, a parity circuit, a first-in-first-out circuit, time to live circuit, content 
comparison counter circuit, a value swapping circuit, a stuffing de-stuffing circuit, a cyclic 
redundancy checksum length construction generator circuit, synchronization circuit, a frame 
relay lookup circuit, a data link header error control connection identifier circuit, a protocol 
identification analysis circuit, a point-to-point protocol verification circuit, parameter discard 
circuit, and a buffer circuit is well known and expected in the art. For example, Yusa et. al., 
5,633,806 discloses these limitations, col., 3, lines 2 - 58. Wilford et. al. 6,687,247 discloses 
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these limitations, col, 5, lines 12 - 43. Azadet et al. 2001/0034729 discloses these limitations, 
col., 3, lines 2 - 38. Ayyagari et al. 6,894,991 discloses these limitations, col., 4, lines 8 - 42. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to include the concept of making the processing non-programmable with the 
teaching's of Ogawa in order to facilitate the usage of the above-mentioned circuits because the 
concept of usage of the above mentioned well-known circuits would support handling of the 
packet related information. The usage of the circuits would help processing information that is 
related to the packet. 

28. Claim 18 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa in view of 
Gabrick et al., 2002/0161802 (Hereinafter Gabrick). 

29. As per claim 1 8, Ogawa teaches the claimed limitation as rejected under claim 10. 
Ogawa also discloses a plurality of framing circuits (e.g., col., 3, lines 44 - 66). 

Ogawa does not specifically mention about usage of a corresponding one of the network 
protocols. 

Gabrick discloses a concept of using a corresponding one of the network protocols (e.g., 
col., 3, lines 44 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Ogawa with the teachings of Gabrick in order to facilitate 
usage of a corresponding one of the network protocols because the corresponding network 
protocol would support replicating and transferring information between two entities. The 
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replication and transferring information would support providing information to the network 
device. 

30. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa in view of 
Wilford et al. 6,687,247 (Hereinafter Wilford) and Gabrick. 

31. As per claim 1 9, Ogawa teach the claimed limitation as rej ected under claim 1 0. 
However, Ogawa does not specifically mention about a plurality of de-framing circuits. 
Wilford discloses a plurality of de-framing circuits (e.g., use of several circuits for 

deframing, col., 2, lines 59 - col., 3, line 18). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Ogawa with the teachings of Wilford in order to facilitate 
usage of a plurality of de-framing circuits means because the de-framing circuits would enhance 
the handling the information associated with the packet, and the packet related information 
would help enhance the software to process information for the assembly. 

Ogawa and Wilford do not specifically mention about usage of a corresponding one of 
the network protocols. 

Gabrick discloses a concept of using a corresponding one of the network protocols (e.g., 
col., 3, lines 44 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Ogawa and Wilford with the teachings of Gabrick in order 
to facilitate usage of a corresponding one of the network protocols because the corresponding 
network protocol would support replicating and transferring information between two entities. 
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The replication and transferring information would support providing information to the network 
device. 

32. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ogawa in view of 
Yanagihara et'al. 5,899,578 (Hereinafter Yanagihara). 

33. As per claim 20, Ogawa teach the claimed limitation as rejected under claim 10. 
However, Ogawa does not specifically mention about a fourth circuit connected to the 

second circuit and configured process a select of the first parameters. 

Yanagihara discloses a fourth circuit connected to the second circuit (e.g., two connected 
circuits that handle video data and audio data for processing, figure 10A, col., 1, lines 51 - 66) 
and configured process a select of the first parameters (e.g., processing of video data, audio data, 
broadcast programs etc., figure 10A, col., 1, lines 51 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teachings of Ogawa with the teachings of Yanagihara in order to 
facilitate usage of a fourth circuit connected to the second circuit and configured process a select 
one of the first parameters because the another circuit would enhance the handling the 
information associated with the packet, and the packet related information would help enhance 
the software to process information for the assembly. The connection between two circuits 
would provide communication between two devices. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers and/or paragraphs and/or 
sections and/or page numbers in the reference(s) as applied to the claims above for the 
convenience of the applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings 
of the art and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety, as potentially teaching, all or part of the 
claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage, as taught by the prior art or disclosed by 
the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Haresh Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272-3973. The 
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examiner can normally be reached on Monday, Tuesday, Thursday and Friday from 10:00 am to 
8:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



July 31, 2006 



Haresh Patel 




